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We Told You So. 


THE recent Senate Enquiry into the assassination of Martin Luther King issued its 
final report in mid-July. It concluded that James Earl Ray, who is serving a life sen- 
tence for the murder, was in fact the assassin but that he was part of a conspiracy that 
included his brother Norman and a number of extreme right wing businessmen. 

Searchlight, as so often, was well ahead of the news when we published these facts 
in issue No 40 (October) 1978, in the article American Killers — British Connections. 
In it we set out to show why Ray came to Britain, not once but twice, when he was on 
the run from the police and how the National States Rights Party, with whom Ray’s 
brother had very strong connections at one time, had close links with the fascist move- 
ment in Britain. 

Strange then that the American immigration officials should have issued a visa to the 
leader of Britain’s largest fascist party despite the fact that his visit was to people and 
organisations connected to the Ku Klux Klan. 

It will be interesting to see what action will follow the naming of Ray’s brother and 
others, as conspirators and how much effort will be made to bring the whole gang to 
justice. The same applies to the killing of President Kennedy which the Senate Com- 
mission also stated was part of a conspiracy. 


NF Not O.K. 

The crisis that has developed in the National Front leadership in recent weeks 
comes as no surprise to this journal. In many respects it is a crisis for its leader, John 
Tyndall, who has been pushed into taking actions in defence of the National Activities 
Organiser Martin Webster, which according to vice chairman Andrew Fountaine, the 
man appointed by the party Directorate to be in charge of discipline, were in clear 
breach of the constitution. Not that such niceties are likely to bother Tyndall in a 
tight corner. 

The Webster-Tyndall saga is nothing new but has plagued the Front for several 
years. Many highly placed ex-members have told Svarchlight that Tyndall had given 
them a firm undertaking, in exchange for their support in the internal power struggles, 
that Webster would go at the first opportunity. 

Yet when they later reminded him of his unfulfilled promises, and his own con- 
temptuous comments about Webster, he seemed to be unable, for some reason, to take 
action. No wonder rumours about the nature of those reasons are now widespread in 
the Front. 


Camping in the Pyrenees. 


One of the reasons why the annual fascist get-together in Diksmuide, Belgium, was 
not as well supported as in recent years, is that a rival grouping has organised a Euro- 
pean camp in Spain which is scheduled to take place at the end of August. 

The Spanish neo-Nazi group C.E.D.A.D.E. in co-operation with Falangists are 
responsible for running the camp, and it is known that amongst the British contingent 
there will be about twenty to thirty members of British Movement. They will ap- 
parently be met in the Barcelona area and taken to the camp site to join fellow Nazis 
from France, Italy, Germany, Belgium and a number of other countries. 

At the moment the Democratic movement in Spain is facing renewed attempts by 
the Right to turn the clock back to the Franco era, and the holding of a European 
camp of assorted Nazis and fascists is something they should not countenance. 


Shanghai Riots 


Racism, wherever it raises its head, has to be condemned. The news of racial con- 
flict and the accompanying violence in Shanghai, between Chinese students and those 
from Africa and the Arab countries, is to be deplored. In a country that claims to be 
both socialist and a friend of Africa and other ‘third world’ countries, some students at 
the University of Shanghai seem to be singularly lacking in what is after all the essence 
of socialism: internationalism. 

Equally disturbing, if the complaints of the 100 African students demonstrating 
outside the Moroccan Embassy in Peking are true, was the attitude of the Shanghai 
authorities and police, who seemed very reluctant to act with any haste at the begin- 
ning of what turned out to be three days of attacks on African and Arab students. Nor 
has the Chinese Government made any comment some two weeks after the incident. 





No room at the top 
for Martin Webster? 











THE ink had hardly dried on our article 
in the June issue (No.48) revealing the 
bitter attack in an internal document on 
the Front’s National Activities Organiser 
Martin Webster, before the big guns were 
out and the balloon went up with a 
vengeance. 

What took place in the eight days 
following July 5 was like a re-run from 
an old Three Stooges movie. First we had 
the tip-off that Martin Webster had been 
suspended by vice-chairman Andrew 
Fountaine, in his capacity of regulatory 
officer, for an unspecified offence and 
was to appear before the National Direc- 
torate on July 29. Then party chairman 
John Tyndall arrived hot-foot from his 
tour of the United States on Friday 
July 6 to be approached by Webster who 
demanded that he (Tyndall) do some- 
thing about his suspension immediately, 
which he obligingly did. 

Wasting no time, he claimed to have 
contacted the executive committee mem- 
bers and then overruled his vice-chairman 
Fountaine by reinstating Martin Webster. 
Tyndall’s action resulted in a public fall- 
out with Fountaine and he then took the 
incredible step of suspending his vice- 
chairman on July 11. The following 
day there was yet another twist in the 
scenario when Tyndall announced that he 
would meet Fountaine within a few days 
to discuss the situation. 

In the meantime, Tyndall had sent out 
a letter to all branches informing them 
that the decision to suspend Webster had 
been reversed. Fountaine, not to be 
outdone, had also sent a document out 
putting the legal position according to 
the party constitution and insisting that 
the suspension stood until the Directorate 
meeting at the end of the month. In a 
hard-hitting statement he accused Tyndall 
of trying to silence him: “He is trying to 
shut my mouth to prevent any findings 
concerning Mr Webster going before the 
Directorate. I am going to ignore all this 
bloody nonsense and turn up at the next 
Directorate meeting. All this is quite 
unlawful. You name it and I’ve been 
charged with it”. 

Tyndall’s extraordinary behaviour is 
the subject of considerable speculation in 
the NF. He is reported to be most un- 
complimentary and scathing in his 
comments about Webster in private, 





Martin Webster 


yet over the years he has resisted con- 
siderable pressure from members to take 
action over the numerous complaints 
concerning Webster’s conduct. The stories 
about Webster’s rudeness towards Tyndall 
in front of people are legion and have 
been confirmed to Searchlight by jour- 
nalists from various countries who have 
been amazed to experience it first hand. 

In April, prior to the elections, a crew 
from the Dutch TV station IKON went 
to Excalibur House to interview Tyndall. 
They were amazed at Webster’s rude and 
overbearing attitude. He announced that 
he was in charge of security and even 
tried to interfere with the angle of the 
posters on the wall in the interview room. 
As a result Tyndall tried to remonstrate 
with him but only succeeded in becoming 
involved in a furious slanging match with 
Webster in front of the astonished camera 
crew and journalist. 

It is both this repeated outrageous 
behaviour by Webster and Tyndall’s 
failure to exercise his authority that is 
at the centre of considerable speculation 
within the Front. 

The big questions being asked in the 
wake of these extraordinary events are 
obvious: is it a political or personality 
clash? Will there be another split in the 
Front along the lines of 1974? 

There are certainly political differences 





Andrew Fountaine — sacked Webster 


between Webster and most other members 
of the executive and National Directorate 
as we have indicated in past issues of 
Searchlight, but there is also an even 
greater personality problem. Webster has, 
like other members of the leadership, 
graduated from the League of Empire 
Loyalists to the National Socialist Move- 
ment, and followed Tyndall to the 
Greater Britain Movement, then into the 
National Front. But he has always been 
regarded as something of an opportunist 
lacking the unswerving dedication to Nazi 
idealism of some of his colleagues. Nor 
was he adverse to writing backstabbing 
letters to the former Front chairman, 
the late A.K. Chesterton, and other 
Directorate members about his fellow 
full-time workers, which hardly endeared 
them to him. 

In 1973 for instance, following the 
West Bromwich Parliamentary by-election 
when, as the NF candidate, Webster 
received 16% of the poll, there were 
numerous complaints about his behaviour 
which had caused a great deal of concern 
amongst a number of the local members. 
This was followed by an angry letter 
signed by Webster threatening to take 
legal action against anyone making 
allegations connecting him with financial 
irregularities. When the press followed 
up the letter and asked Tyndall for an 
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explanation, he claimed that it was a 
forgery. 

There was also the letter of complaint 
from Webster to Gordon Brown, the 
party Administration Officer, and chair- 
man John Tyndall, dated Saturday 
October 21, most likely written in the 
same year. The full text was reproduced 
in Searchlight 37 (July 1978) but certain 
extracts are worth repeating in order to 
show the obvious differences that existed 
even then. 

“T fully appreciate the necessity for us 
to employ a typist, and I appreciate 
that such a person has to be paid 
enough to make it worthwhile for her 
to have to do the job. But at the same 
time it strikes me that so far as I 
am concerned the logic behind the 
decision is: ‘Because Martin’s keen on 
the cause, and has in the past been 
prepared to work for “a round of 
drinks’’, we can presume that we can 
take advantage of his attitude in the 
future, and use the extra financial 
backing which Martin has helped to 
create to buy badly needed assistance 
from somebody who does not have 
his attitude’. 

If such is the attitude of the National 
Front, then there is no other word to 
describe it other than exploitation. 
It is all very well saying that I could 
get a job outside the movement — but 
if I had done that during the past few 
months then I venture to suggest that 
the NF would not be in the relatively 
happy position it finds itself in today. 
There are many instances I could cite, 
but if I had not, for example, worked 
full time on preparing the A.G.M. it 
would have been a complete fiasco, 
and we would not have been able 
to walk away from the hall with 
approaching £600 in the way that we 
did. I am sure that both of you can 
think of many other instances which 
indicate how my full time involvement 
in NF makes moderately substantial 
sums of money for the movement, and 
indicates that the contribution I make 
is at least as valuable as our £15 per 
week typing lady. 

I am not asking for the same 
amount of money that our typing lady 
gets. But I do feel that £5 per week 
from the National Front — exclusive 
of compensation in respect of Spear- 
head work — is not an unreasonable 
payment for me to receive, not just in 
respect of the work I do, but in 
relation to the movement's financial 
position. 

This, therefore, is the proposition 
I propose to put before the National 
Directorate. I regret that I shall have 
to put the proposition myself, but it 
would appear that if I do not speak 
out for myself, nobody else is going 
to do so.” 


Additional Principles 


9. The National Front is pledged to the maintenance of Parliamentary Democracy. 


(This is supported by M. Webster and opposed by J. Tyndall and K. Bleach. R. Verrall is neither 


strongly in support of nor strongly opposed to it. 


A. Brons is opposed to it in the above form but would 


not be opposed to a rewording of it along the following lines-- 


“The National Front believes that Britain needs a government capable of supplying strong 
leadership within the framework of a genuinely democratic system.” 


1 would add to this that my own opposition to the inclusion of the point in a Statement of Principles 
is noi on the grounds that] necessarily favour an opposite method of government, i.e. dictatorship, but 
that] regard the Statement of Principles - as distinct from the Statement of Policy - as being something 
which we should aim to elevate 10 the status of party dogma, and] do not favour committing ourselves 
to any specific political system, democratic or authoritarian, as a matter of dogma. J interpret the NF 
as being first and foremost for £000 government, for which there is no substitute. Good government 
can sometimes take a democratic and sometimes an authoritarian form. 


1G. The National Front is pledged to defend the freedom of the individual against state re gimentation 


anc state bureaucracy. 


(This is supported by M. Webster and opposed by the remainder of the members of the Deparment) 


1 would like to obtain formal endorsement by the Directorate of a draft Statement to present to the 
members after Friday's meeting, and so] would be obliged if all members would give their prompt 
attention to the draft and have pr2pared their views for presentation at the meeting. 


In 1976 the political differences 
between Webster and most of the other 
members of the Policy Department who 
were asked to draft a “statement of 
principles” were made clear in the resul- 
tant document that was presented to the 
full Directorate. Eight points of principle 
were adopted without basic disagreement 
but Webster’s attempt to introduce 
two additional points on Parliamentary 
Democracy and Individual Freedom left 
him isolated. 

In Searchlight October 1977 (No.28) 
we ran a report of a secret high level 
meeting where finance was discussed. 
Part of the deal offered to the Front 
was linked to the removal of Webster. 

The following spring a group of men 
attacked a number of Front members in 
a London pub, one of whom was Martin 
Webster. A Young National Front member 
was stabbed and spent some time in 
hospital, but a local NF branch official 
later made a statement to the press 
claiming that the attack was aimed at 
Martin Webster. 

On July 31, 1978 Tyndall wrote an 
amazingly frank letter to Martin Webster 
in which he speaks quite freely about 
their differences and called for a truce 
between them for the sake of the party. 


“IT propose to you that you and I set 
an example as of now by ending this 
absurd and destructive feud which has 
poisoned relations between us over 
the last year or so, which has hampered 
liaison and therefore running efficiency 


Signed 


Joho Tyndall 
Chairman, Policy Dept. 





in the party and which has distressed 
and perplexed our colleagues. 

I just cannot see how the morale 
which we all acknowledge it so impor- 
tant to maintain in the party can be 
maintained when morale among the 
Directorate itself is less than what it 
should be. It is up to you and me as 
two of the leading members of the 
Directorate to do all we can to main 
tain morale on the Directorate and the 
first step we can take in this direction 
is to make a real effort to build some 
much wanted harmony between the 
two of us. I am willing to make this 
effort; I hope you are. 

The subject of Charles Parker* 
has in my opinion occupied a totally 
unnecessary amount of time on the 
Directorate over recent months — at 
the expense of much more urgent 
business and with the result of much 
unwanted rancour. I hope that this 
bone of contention can now be 
dispensed with once and for all. 

Having said this, I would conclude 
that we should not over-estimate the 
role of Charles Parker in the creation 
of the ill will that seems to have 
grown between us in the last year or 
so. It is only a part of a much wider 
and deeper rift and sometimes seems 
to me more of a pretext than a reason 
for our quarrels. 

Naturally, your and my degrees of 


*Tyndall’s father-inltaw. 





John Tyndall — reinstated Webster - sacked 
Fountaine 


blame for these quarrels are bound to 
be something over which we will never 
agree, and I see no point now in 
arguing it. Suffice it to say that I 
do not claim to be blameless and I 
promise you that I shall make a 
greater effort to understand your 
point of view than in the past.” 


By now Webster’s behaviour was 
becoming increasingly irrational. Matters 
came to a head at the end of 1978 and 
early 1979, when there were complaints 
that he had insulted and _ physically 
attacked members in the headquarters. 
Webster made his biggest mistake when 
he was alleged to have abused the wife of 
Derreck Day, who has _ considerable 
influence amongst members in the East 
End and is hardly the type to turn the 
other cheek. 

The widespread distribution of a 
document attacking Webster, just a few 
days before the General Election in early 
May, seemed to be the opening shot in 
the campaign to take some sort of final 
action against him (see Searchlight 
No.48). Within a month of the receipt 
of the document, the Ipswich branch 
chairman and Parliamentary candidate, 
Paul Robinson, launched a blistering 
attack on Martin Webster and demanded 
his dismissal from the party, claiming 
that he “created the wrong party image 
and had cost the NF votes at the last 
elections”. A couple of weeks later 





Fountaine had moved against Webster 
and plunged the Front into yet another 
leadership struggle. 

It seems unlikely that there will be a 
split or large scale defections from the 
Front if Webster is expelled or suspended 
for a long period since he hasn’t that kind 
of support within the party. (In fact his 
problem would be what to do politically 
because none of the other neo-Nazi 
organisations would accept him.) That 
would not be the case however if Foun- 
taine were to be disciplined or if he were 
to resign. Indications are that this would 
result in the loss of several hundred 
members, either through defection or 
failure to renew membership. 

The man who is really in the hot seat 
is John Tyndall. He is very popular with 
the membership, but it is significant 
that in the detailed article on the 
internal dispute by Peter Chippindale 
that appeared in The Guardian July 14, 
members were at pains to emphasise that 
although they had no quarrel with 
Tyndall, they were becoming concerned 
about his lack of leadership. 

It is clear that there are basic political 
differences, as the documents show. But 
the dominant factor in the present 
dispute is Webster’s behaviour, and a 
growing distaste, both amongst the 
leadership and members, of aspects of his 
private life which, as rumour has it are 
increasingly spilling over into his party 
activity. Tyndall’s continued vigorous 
defence of Webster, despite his well 
known and oft expressed dislike for him, 
has given rise to an uneasy feeling that for 
some reason he is in Webster’s pocket. 

If Webster stays, or at least is not dis- 
ciplined, Tyndall’s stature will take a 
severe knock. A number of the activists, 
particularly in the East End, will probably 
join the British Movement who are no 
doubt rubbing their hands with glee in 
anticipation of swelling their ranks with 
an influx of disgruntled National Front 
members. If Webster is expelled from the 
Front, Tyndall is going to be apprehensive 
about him “‘spilling the dirt’, and there 
we may have the key to Tyndall’s reluc- 
tance to see him go. They really do 
deserve each other. 

One thing is certain whatever the 
outcome, things can never be the same 
amongst the leadership of the National 
Front. 


LATE NEWS: Since this article was prepared 
the Directorate meeting has taken place. Com- 
plaints against Webster were lodged by former 
Directorate member Gerald Oldland, Michael 
Salt and the father of a NF member. The Direc- 
torate decided not to institute a tribunal to 
hear complaints against Webster, but voted 
instead to enquire into Fountaine’s behaviour. 

Fountaine had already announced his inten- 
tion to challenge Tyndall for the Party leader- 
ship at the Front’s October conference, prior to 
the meeting. He has also, we are informed, sent 
documents to the police containing allegations 
about incidents involving Webster. 





Moving house 


GLEDSTONE HALL near Skipton, York- 
shire, is classified as a building of archi- 
tectural interest by the Department of 
the Environment. The Hall, which was 
designed by Sir Edwin Lutyens, originally 
stood in 6,000 acres of land, but was sold 
with 6 acres to a director of Bradford 
City football club in 1975. 

In mid-June this year, along with its 
tennis courts, bowling green, putting 
course, garage for eight cars and water 
gardens it was acquired for a new owner 
at an estimated cost of £150,000. The 
buyer turned out to be a wealthy builder 
called George Wright, the Yorkshire and 
Humberside regional chairman of the 
National Front, and _ recently-elected 
member of its National Directorate. 

George Wright, also the owner of 
what is described as the most luxurious 
privately owned castle in Spain, is pro- 
bably better known to Searchlight 
readers for his window breaking exploits 
in Bradford for which he was fined £200. 

Young National Front members are 
reported to be eagerly looking forward 
to establishing regular camps in the 
six acre grounds but according to the 
Yorkshire Post June 21, Mr Wright 
commented that Gledstone Hall would 
be used as a private residence and not for 
political purposes. 

George Wright hardly fits the picture 
painted by Martin Webster in the June 
issue of the Front journal Spearhead of 
the typical NF supporter: “. . . in the 
main, Working Class people with no 
amount of property to protect...” 


Front property 


IN recent months Searchlight has picked up 
reports of a growing number of enquiries by 
representatives of NF Properties for buildings in 
various parts of the country. 

According to the Hereford Times June 29, 
agents acting on behalf of the National Front 
were bidding for two properties in Ludlow: a 
Georgian Rectory with a mews flat which was 
eventually sold for £78,000, and a timber 
fronted church Reading House that went for 
£46,000. 

The NF agent was prepared to bid very close 
to the selling price in an attempt to buy property 
in an area where they have little support or 
membership. 

What then is going on in the NF with regard 
to finance? 

According to recent local bulletins in our 
possession the Front is facing considerable 
financial difficulties following the General Elec- 
tion, a situation made worse by the fact that 
in 1979 subscription renewals are well down on 
previous years; consequently there are also 
frantic appeals for cash. 

Yet here we have very large sums of money 
available for property investment. No wonder 
there is considerable gossip in National Front 
and British Movement circles about matters 
connected with finance. 














Pinochet's 


propagandists push the 
Tories on Chile 


SINCE last autumn, a new organi- 
sation has been established in Britain 
whose statement of purpose is to 
combat the ‘“‘campaign of lies and 
half-truths” of the ‘communists 
and their apologists and allies, both 
conscious and unconscious” who are 
“waging an international propa 
ganda campaign against Chile of un- 
precedented ferocity’. They are the 
‘British Chilean Council’ and the 
founding members include such well 
known supporters of right wing 
causes as Lord Chalfont and Vis- 
count Montgomery. The Secretary 
of the BCC is Tom Stacey, a failed 
Tory parliamentary candidate who 
now runs a publishing company, 
whose activities include publishing 
books with contributions from such 
‘freedom fighters’ as Robert Moss. 
Mr Stacey admits that the BCC 
receives its money from Chile, but 
denies that it comes from the Junta 
—understandably so as the American 
Chilean Council has recently been 
prosecuted for not declaring its 
funding from Pinochet. The link to 
the Junta is clearly to be seen. The 
BCC’s contact in Chile is the same 
as the American Council’s, and 
‘Searchlight’ (no 18) has already 
pointed out that Lord Chalfont’s 
‘suest of honour’ status with the 
Chilean Embassy, and the contri- 
butions to a fund to buy swords for 
Chilean Army and Police cadets 
from Viscount Montgomery and Sir 
Frederick Mason, another BCC 
member and former Ambassador 
to Chile. Viscount Montgomery was 
guest of honour at the Embassy’s 
‘Anglo Chilean Society’ annual 
luncheon last year. 


The British Chilean Council is not a 
harmless society for right wingers, but has 
direct links with Government bodies, 
through which they are now able to reach 
the sympathetic ears of Lord Carrington 
and the Minister responsible for Latin 
America, Nicolas Ridley M.P. in particular 
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the Board of Trade financed advisory 
body on Latin America, the ‘Canning 
House Economic Affairs Council Ltd’ 
(which happened to be incorporated a 
week before the Chilean coup) has Vis- 
count Montgomery asa founding director, 
and its parent body, ‘The Hispanic and 
Luso Brazilian Council’ has Lord Chalfont 
as President. The BCC newsletter over the 
past months has covered the policy 
changes that it believes the Tory Govern- 
ment should take. These were also given 
a full coverage in The Guardian on 
4 June when Viscount Montgomery 
was invited to write for the ‘Agenda’ 
page (on a day when the other main 
article was by Enoch Powell). He leaves 
us in no doubt as to the BCC position. 
On human rights, he comments, ““This has 
become a much overused political slogan, 
as frequently the people for whom the 
‘tights’ are demanded are no more than 
urban terrorists. A very large proportion 
of the population, less vocal and less 
articulate, is often quite content with 
what others consider to be authoritarian 
governments” He adds that “it is very 
important to understand that the whole 
attitude to authoritarian government is 
quite different in Latin America from 
that in Britain”! It is somewhat surpis- 
ing that if there is such support for fascism 
in Chile, as Viscount Montgomery sug- 
gests, that the Junta has had to introduce 
one of its most repressive laws yet, the 
‘Law against Terrorism’. While purporting 
to “effectively prevent all acts of ter- 
rorism and all groups who pursue such 
aims” the crime of terrorism is broadly 
defined to include many actions not 
normally considered terrorist, and as such 
is open to arbitrary interpretation by the 
Junta’s courts. Furthermore it states 


that those involved in or associated with 
‘terrorism’ are guilty until proved inno- 
cent, and the law extends to cover any- 
one or any organisation which is merely 
associated with ‘terrorist’ activities, be it 
family members, political party, church, 
union sports club, or any type of group. 

The Pinochet propagandists have al- 
ready got the Tories to restore full ex- 
port credit guarantee facilities (ECGD 
cover) for those who want to trade with 
Pinochet. A check-list of their other 
demands are that a British Ambassador 
be restored to Santiago, ignoring the 
unsolved disappearance at the hands of 
Pinochet’s secret police of British business- 
man William Beausire, and the freedom 
enjoyed by Dr Sheila Cassidy’s torturers; 
to restore arms sales to the Junta; and to 
close the door to refugees from Chile and 
Latin America generally. Alongside these 
moves others would easily follow, such as 
the restoration of aid, the arrangement of 
Ministerial visits and the return of a 
military attache to Santiago. To display 
the strong opposition to any of these 
moves, and make clear to the Tories that 
it is not only the supporters of dictator- 
ships concerned about Chile, the Chile 
Solidarity Campaign has launched a na- 
tional petition to be handed in to Lord 
Carrington on 11 September, the anni- 
versary of the coup, calling for no renewal 
of arms sales and no return of an Ambassa- 
dor, and are holding a NATIONAL 
DEMONSTRATION on Sunday 16 Sep- 
tember (assemble 1.00pm Clerkenwell 
Green, London EC1 — nearest tube 
Farringdon) with rally in Trafalgar 
Square. Petition forms and further 
details on the demonstration from Chile 
Solidarity Campaign, 129 Seven Sisters 
Road, London N7 7QG. 


NO BETRAYAL OF CHILE! 
NO DEALS WITH PINOCHET! 


NATIONAL DEMONSTRATION 
SUNDAY SEPTEMBER 16 1979 
Assemble 1pm Clerkenwell Green EC1 








Civil liberties row 
in Australia 


7 The Hoax of the Twentieth Century — the book that claims to show that the Nazi concentration camps were 
not used to exterminate people — has found a very unexpected defence from the Victorian Council for Civil 


A few months ago, a petition was 
circulated in Melbourne condemning the 
community radio station 3CR for its pro- 
Palestinian broadcasts. 3CR has always 
had a policy of banning racist or sexist 
groups from membership, but many 
establishment people in Melbourne felt 
that the pro-Palestinian propaganda, 
which took a very small percentage of 
radio time, was in effect anti-Semitic and 
that there should be a right of reply for 
Zionist organisations. 

John Bennett, secretary of the VCCL, 
spoke out in defence of the radio, saying 
that it was very difficult in Australia to 
express anti-Zionist views. He was publicly 
criticised by the Victorian Board of 
Jewish Deputies and wrote a reply to the 
Melbourne Age, a daily newspaper, in 
which he said, “Criticism of Zionism 
within the Jewish community is effectively 
crushed by trade boycott ... While there 
is an avalanche of pro-Israeli films and TV 
programmes including the historically 
inaccurate film Holocaust, which aimed 
to bolster Israelis’ diplomatic position, 
the rare pro-Palestinian film such as 
The Palestinians is effectively censored 
by the well-proven method — trade 
boycott”’. 

He gave various other examples of this 
“censorship’’ including books like The 
Hoax of the Twentieth Century by 
A.R. Butz that challenges “‘the Holocaust 
and were “‘effectively banned’’. 

A long correspondence followed in the 
paper, which showed that Bennett was 
not being naive or ill-informed when he 
recommended Butz’s books, but that he 
actually supported the idea behind 
it — that is, that Zionist groups were 
responsible for the stories of mass killing 
of Jews by the Nazis, and that there 
is no real proof to show that it ever 
happened on such a scale. 

He issued a statement, which he 
sent with copies of the book to several 
historians in the university, asking them 
for their academic opinion of the book 
and its claims. He himself told the 
National Times that he thought Butz 
had “mounted a powerful argument’ 
which nobody had ever rebutted. 


Liberties in Australia. 


The correspondence continued in the 
Age until April, during which time many 
people wrote in letters on both sides of 
the argument. On the last day, a letter 
from Butz himself was published. 
Although working in Evanston, Illinois, 
USA, as an assistant professor in electrical 
engineering, Butz had been drawn into 
the Australian fray to try to defend 
himself against the accusations that he 
was not a historian and that he had 
neither used original Nazi documents 
nor the testimony of Jewish survivors. 
When Butz wrote his book in 1977 he 
told the Chicago Sun “There was no 
extermination programme and anyone 
who says so is telling a pack of lies”. 

“It was an orchestrated campaign by 
Zionist groups that led the world to 
believe that the Nazis exterminated Jews 
in gas chambers.” 

The beliefs held in common by Butz 
and Bennett of the VCCL are firstly that 
Zionist groups have the power to distort 
history and use terrible legends, such as 
the gas chambers, to their own ends, and 
secondly that anyone who disputes the 
figure of six million is automatically but 
wrongly, a Nazi-lover and a kind of 
heretic. It would seem that Bennett, 
from his defence of freedom of speech, 
sees himself as the first of many who 
will later disprove the accepted facts 
of the last war when enough time has 
passed to allow rational historical 
research. 

At least two senators have resigned 
from the VCCL, not only because of 
what Bennet was saying but also because 
there was no opportunity to discuss the 
matter within the VCCL. The president 
of the VCCL has supported Bennett 
throughout, and has said, “I have full 
confidence in Mr Bennett and regret 
Senator Evans’ resignation. Mr Bennett 
has publicly opposed anti-Semitism for 
many years and this is not in question. 

“Tt is both mischievous and irrespon- 
sible to condemn historical research into 
matters of fact. Speaking from the VCCL, 
the defence of freedom is our policy and 
nobody will turn us from it.” The Age 
25.4.79. 





John Bennett 

Readers of Searchlight will know that 
Butz’s book is one of the key works used 
by the extreme right in their attempts to 
whitewash Hitler and the Nazi regime, 
and that it is always prominent in their 
booklists. But what Butz is saying is in 
fact a rehash of many other attempts to 
prove the same thing. Less than ten years 
after the war had ended, people started 
making similar claims: in 1962 Colin 
Jordan wrote articles in his paper, the 
National Socialist, saying that the exter- 
mination of six million Jews and millions 
of others was a myth created by the allies 
to discredit the Nazi regime. Between the 
*50s and early ’70s there was a profusion 
of small pamphlets published, including 
the Did Six Million Really Die by Richard 
Harwood/Verrall. 

To almost all people involved in 
Middle Eastern politics there is a pro- 
found difference between sympathising 
with Palestinian Arabs and supporting 
those who try to rewrite history and 
defend the Nazis, taking an extremely 
anti-Semitic position. If there is an 
international conspiracy at all, it is the 
attempts being made to try to convince 
the generation that did not experience 
the war that the Nazis were respectable 
and well meaning people. 

One of the significant points about the 
whole debate (which still continues 
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You’ve heard about 3CR 


But have you heard 3CR? 









working people. 


You are one of half a million people who will receive this broadsheet. It 
is distributed by listeners to 3CR who are angry at attacks on the station. 


3CR is a community radio station run by people like yourself, not for 
profit, but to present the views and defend the rights of the Australian 


today) is that the radio station 3CR, 
originally at the centre of the controversy, 
has received relatively little attention. 
The establishment media has chosen 
virtually to ignore the internal disagree- 
ments within 3CR; about, for instance, 
the apparent control of a Maoist clique 
that attempts to censor all but the most 
extreme left wing views, according to 
leaflets circulated by other 3CR workers, 
and about the differences between anti- 
Semitism and anti-Zionism. The pro- 
Palestinian programme Palestine Speaks 
has been criticised within the radio for its 
extreme anti-Zionist position that reeks 
of international conspiracy. 

The press ignored the fact that it was a 
3CR broadcaster who first pointed out to 
Bennett that he had chosen the wrong 
book to illustrate his example of censor- 
ship. ‘“A downright bad means to support 
a worthy cause.” They also ignored 3CR’s 
policy decision to disassociate itself 
from John Bennett’s public statements, 
declaring that “‘such statements, which 
have been widely aired in the daily press, 
would not be permitted on 3CR because 
they give legitimate offence to Jewish 
people, many of whom are survivors who 
lost close relatives in the Holocaust 
Mr Bennett claims did not occur.’ As a 
community radio station, 3CR is an 
invaluable channel in Victoria for airing 
alternative and local views, and is con- 
stantly under attack for that reason. 
It is hardly a coincidence that it is the 
whole question of censorship itself that 
has been diverted, becoming instead a 
protracted and painful non-argument 
centering around a very misguided 
individualist. 





Vietnamese stab 
trade unionists 


in Sydney 


FOLLOWING an increase in extreme- 
right wing activity in Australia, an organ- 
isation has been formed to combat right 
extremism and violence. The decision was 
taken as a result of incidents at a concert 
held on April 20th in the Sydney Trades 

Hall to raise funds for the Vietnam 
Reconstruction Fund. 

There were signs that trouble was 
afoot a week before the concert, which 
was organised by the Young Socialist 
League of Australia, when several hundred 
posters advertising the concert were 
covered with rival posters. 
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On April 20th, the day of the concert, 
over 200 Vietnamese belonging to a 
right wing extremist organisation, many 
of them armed with knives, sticks, 
knuckledusters and tin cans, turned up 
to demonstrate against those attending 
the concert. When a number of trade 
unionists went to the aid of Vietnamese 
entertainers who were appearing in the 
concert, they were attacked. One of them 
was deliberately held down whilst he was 
stabbed in the arm and was later detained 
in hospital for a week; when released 
he was unable to work for almost ten 


weeks. Several other trade unionists were 
beaten up by the demonstrators. 

Some 40 organisations, including ethnic 
organisations, community groups and 
trade unions have supported a call for a 
full enquiry into the incident. 

Australia has a long history of emigre 
violence. Following the end of the war 
there was considerable immigration which 
included the supporters of fascist and 
Nazi emigre groups. These established 
organisations, many of them along para- 
military lines complete with training 
camps. The most notorious of these 
groups were the Yugoslav Croations, 
many of whom were war time collabora- 
tors or supporters of the pro-Nazi Croation 
mass murderer Pavelic. There is evidence 
to show that there is contact between 
some of these groups and the recently 
arrived right wing Vietnamese, particu- 
larly the Greater Overseas Alliance for 
National Restoration of Vietnam, which 
is led by a former Colonel of the Saigon 
Thieu regime. 

All these groups have links with or- 
ganisations like the League of Rights, the 
National Alliance and the National Front. 


Justice? 


FOLLOWING the demonstra- 
tions against the National Front in 
Leicester and West Bromwich during 
the General Elections, a number of 
people, mainly anti-fascists, were 
arrested on a variety of charges. 
Some cases have still to be tried; 
but of those who have already been 
before the courts almost all have 
received very heavy fines (even if 
first offenders) and in a few cases 
imprisonment. 


In West Bromwich for instance 19 
out of 21 cases have been tried, mainly 
under section 5 of the Public Order 
Act — breach of the peace, though a 
small number were charged with pos- 
session of offensive weapons. To date 
they have been fined between £100 
and £500, or averaging it out with costs 
included, £282. In Leicester the fines 
have been even more severe. 

The explanation for these sentences 
is that there has been a decision to 
“toughen up” on those found guilty 
under the Public Order Act or commit- 
ing acts of violence. If that is so it is 
quite strange to see the glaring anomalies 


in sentencing that can in no way be 
justified. 

One person in West Bromwich was 
fined £150 plus £55 costs for refusing 
to remove a badge bearing the slogan 
“SPG murderers’. Yet compared to the 
racist slogans chanted by NF demon- 
strators or the particularly violent and 
obscene racist posters and stickers put 
up by British Movement it pales into 
insignificance. 

But for a real comparison it would 
be hard to beat a case that appeared 
before the. magistrate at Old Street 
Court, London, and reported in the 
Hackney Gazette June 12th. 

Darrell Gebhard, a 22 year old 
labourer from Catford was arrested at 
an Anti-Nazi League march through the 
East End when police thought he was 
hurling more than just verbal abuse at 
the demonstration. When arrested, Geb- 
hard is reported to have said: “I won’t 
change my beliefs. Hitler was right”. 
On searching him police found four razor 
blades. 

In court Gebhard said that he had 
met friends in the Crown and Shuttle 
pub, which earlier in the year had been 
the venue for a Hitler birthday party 





organised by the British Movement, 
and admitted to going along with them 
to the ANL march in order to hurl 
abuse. 

He denied police claims that he was 
seen throwing razor blades with his 
right hand, claiming the action des- 
cribed was in reality a Nazi salute. He 
was found not guilty of threatening 
behaviour but pleaded guilty to pos- 
sessing four razor blades as weapons. 

Gebhard, who was sentenced to a 
month in prison suspended for a year 
for assaulting a coloured bus conduc- 
tor in March, was described by defence 
council to be ‘‘an intelligent young man, 
not a typical member of British Move- 
ment, but a young man who had joined 
through well thought out convictions.”’ 

Magistrate Mr James Joblin told 
Gebhard: “You are a lucky man in a way. 
I was seriously thinking of sending you to 
prison but you are perhaps not quite the 
same as the other people.”’ — And so say 
all of us. 

The outcome for a young Nazi with a 
suspended prison sentence for assault and 
a guilty plea for possession of offensive 
weapons — £75 plus £25 costs. 

Justice? 





3 fascists jailed for assault 


DICK WILCOCKS will never forget 
the day in May 1978 when a gang of 
fascist thugs (most of whom had been 
members of Eddie Morrison’s British 
National Party and then joined the NF 
following its dissolution) cornered him 
in the Fenton Hotel, Leeds. One of them 
grabbed him by the hair from behind and 
pulled his head back whilst another 
member of the gang worked his face over 
with a broken glass. As a result of this 
vicious assault he received severe damage 
fo an eye and almost lost his sight. He 
now has permanently impared vision in 
the damaged eye. 


Nine fascists were arrested and seven 
of them pleaded guilty to a charge of 
affray. A few days later Dick Wilcocks, 
the victim, was charged with provoking 
an affray. 

On July 9th, thirteen months after the 
assault, Dick Wilcocks appeared in court 
and pleaded “not guilty”. From the 


outset the case presented by the prosecu- 
tion was so full of holes and even the 
police witnesses, with the exception of 
three fascists, so insistent that Wilcocks 
was the victim of an unprovoked attack 
that the judge, Mr Justice Chapman, 
stopped the trial after the prosecution 
had finished its case, making the point 
that the prosecution had submitted no 
real evidence that he had provoked an 
affray. He then ordered the jury to find 
the defendant not guilty. 

But that doesn’t put right the many 
months of needless tension and worry 
that Dick Wilcocks had to endure on top 
of his serious injury, on a charge that had 
no basis. Why were the Leeds police so 
determined to bring such charges on what 
turned out to be flimsy and almost non- 
existent evidence? 

The seven who pleaded guilty to caus- 
ing an affray were sentenced on July 11th. 
Christopher Ledger received a nine 
months prison sentence. Peter Marczenko 


was sentenced to six months in prison 
and Alan Peace received a six months 
suspended prison sentence plus £100 
costs. Elizabeth Hewitt was fined £200 
and three others, Kenneth Peace, Glen 
Walton and Ivor Roberts were sentenced 
to 120 hours community work. 

The jury failed to reach an agreed 
verdict in the case of Brian Carr who had 
pleaded not guilty and the judge ordered 
a retrial. The other person to plead not 
guilty was Eddie Morrison who for some 
strange reason faced a prosecution case 
that hardly mentioned his political ac- 
tivity, which readers of Searchlight 
will know has been an important factor 
in racial tension and violence in the Leeds 
area for some years. He was acquitted by 
the jury. 

Morrison has now been allowed to re- 
join the National Front and was the 
speaker at a meeting organised by the 
Manchester NF on July 15th. 





Appeasing fascism 
Searchlight looks back to the 1930's 


THE recent HMSO publication History of British Intelligence has created a great deal of interest in the period 
leading up to World War II and the so-called “phoney war” that was only ended when Germany launched 
its big offensive in 1940. For many of those in leading positions the real enemy was the Soviet Union, not Nazi 
Germany, and in the years before Munich the whole of their strategy was to give support for the Nazi aim of 
‘Drang Nach Osten’ (Drive to the East). One of the interesting facts to emerge on the opening of the archives 
was that successive governments since the end of the war have destroyed some of the documents that could 


undoubtedly have shed even further light on the shameful and squalid part of our history. 


When most people think of those sup- 
porting Hitler and Mussolini in pre- 
war Britain, they almost instinctively 
refer to Mosley and his black-shirted 
British Union of Fascists. There were, 
however, other more important and 
influential elements in the press, Par- 
liament, finance and industry, who bore 
the real guilt for the policies of appeasing 
fascism. 

One of the most prominent of the 
organisations promoting co-operation 
with Hitler was the Anglo-German 
Fellowship which replaced the Anglo- 
German Association, an organisation dedi- 
cated to friendship between the German 
and British people, which was not liked 
by the Nazis since many of its members 
were opposed to Hitler. The Anglo- 
German Fellowship counted several MPs 
amongst its members; they included: 

Lieut-Commander Peter Agnew (Con, 
Camborne); 

Lt. Col. Sandeman Allen (Con, Birken- 
head); 

The Hon W.W. Astor (Con, Fulham); 

Sir Ernest Bennett (National Labour, 
Cardiff); 

Sir Robert Bird (Con, Wolverhampton 
W — chairman Birds Custard); 

Commander R.T. Bower (Con, Cleve- 
land); 

Clement Davies 
Montgomery); 

Sir Robert Gower (Con, Gillingham); 

Loel Guinness (Con, Bath); 

H.C. Haslam (Con, Horncastle); 

Wing-Commander A.W.H. 
(Wellingborough); 

Major-General Sir Alfred Knox (Con, 
Wycombe); 

Major Ralph Raynor (Con, Tetnes); 

Sir Alexander Russell (Con, Tyne- 
mouth); 

Sir Frank Sanderson (Con, Ealing); 

Major the Hon J.J. Stourton (Con, 
Salford S); 

Read-Admiral Sir Murrey Sueter (Con, 
Hertford); 

Et Cols 
Taunton). 


(National Liberay 


James 


E.T.R. Wickham (Con, 
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Three other MPs, Lt. Col. Sir Thomas 
Moore, Lt. Col. Sir Assheton Pownall and 
Norman Hulbert (who was Chairman of 
British Steel Construction, Birmingham 
Ltd) were members of the executive 
council. 

Messages of support came thick and 
fast, either direct to the Fellowship 
which was the organisation for the upper 
class, or the kindred organisation, the 
Link, which seemed to cater for middle 
class. Amongst them were another batch 
of members of Parliament: Sir Henry 
Page Croft (later Lord Croft and Under- 
Secretary of State for War), Major 
Geoffrey Hutchinson, Sir John Wardlaw- 
Milne, Thomas Magnay, Thelma Cazlet, 
Sir John Smedley Crooke and Capt. 
Mavie Ramsay. The House of Lords 
was also well to the fore with Lord 
Londonderry, Lord Redesdale, Lord 
McGowen, Lord Stamp, Lord Arnold, 
Lord Runciman, Lord Wellington, to 
name but a few. 

The views 


? 


: 


of the Anglo-German 


e 


co 


Fellowship and the Link can best be 
understood by the following selection 
of quotes from some of their prominent 
members. 


“That alliances should have been made 
between France and Russia and 
Czechoslovakia is lamentable . 

As Sir Barry Domville says, Herr 
Hitler and Signor Mussolini are the 
direct outcome of Bolshevism, and 
there can be no doubt that had it not 
been for them, Bolshevism would be 
devastating the greater part of Europe 
today.”’ (Sir Rober Gower, letter to 
The Times, 31 July 1936) 


Admiral Sir Barry Domville was later 
to be detained under Regulation 18b and 
after the war gave support to various 
extreme-right wing organisations, and was 
an ardent support of the National Front. 

Major Ralph Raynor wrote a book 
called Rude Letters to Youth which was 
reviewed in the News Chronicle on 14 
July 1937: “Time after time Major 





Ciano, Halifax, Chamberlain and Mussolini in Rome 1939. 


Raynor refers enviously to the strong 
hand exercised on youth by Hitler and 
Mussolini”. 

According to the Evening Standard 
2 July 1936 Major Stourton tried to 
table a motion in the House of Com- 
mons “asking the British Government 
to avoid any military or other commit- 
ments which would have the appearance 
of an alliance between Britain, France 
and Russia, and to adhere to a policy of 
closer relations between Britain, Germany 
and France’’. 

Sir Thomas Moore was even more 
forthright in his admiration for fascism: 


“Surely there cannot be any funda- 
mental difference of outlook between 
Blackshirts and their parents, the 
Conservatives? For let us make no 
mistake about that parentage... It 
(the BUF) is largely derived from the 
Conservative Party . . . Surely the 
relationship can be made closer and 
more friendly.” (Daily Mail 25 April 
1934) 


After the shameful Munich agreement 
Sir John Wardlaw-Milne made the follow- 
ing comment in a speech on 6 October 
1938: 


“There are those who don’t trust 
Herr Hitler, they say he is a gangster, 
that he has broken his word several 
times, and therefore cannot be trusted 
. .. Itis only fair they should remember 
that Herr Hitler has made some very 
definate offers of peace and has 
proposed definite pacts to other 
countries, which have not been 
accepted.” 


The exchanges that took place in the 
House of Commons on 1 December 1943 
at the height of the year, following the 
release from detention of the fascist 
leader Sir Oswald Mosley on the grounds 
of ill health, saw yet another former 
member of the Anglo-German Fellowship 
(it was disbanded following the outbreak 
of war) rise to the occasion. 

A Labour Party member, Mr Grenfell, 
had opposed Mosley’s release and called 
him “a proved enemy of the State” 
amidst cries from the Tory benches of 
“No, no” and “‘not proved’’. Mr Grenfell 
challenged those who objected: “Does 
anybody dare to stand up and say that 
he was not an enemy of the State?” 
After a short silence Commander R.T. 
Bower rose to his feet and said: “Yes 
Ido”. 

But more important that the various 
members of Parliament and the House of 
Lords were the corporate members of the 
Fellowship. 

One of the directors of the large 
Cologne bankers, Heinrich von Stein, 
was a director of Stollberg Co. This was 
controlled by Frankfurt Metallgesell- 


schaft, one of the great German combines 


that had amongst its directors the chair- 
man of [.G. Farben and Seimens. IG. 
Farben’s Director, Herr Bosch, was also 
a director of Nobel Dynamite in which 
the ICI had an interest. Lord McGowen, 
who we mentioned earlier, was chairman 
of ICI. 

Heinrich von Stein’s partner, Baron 
Kurt von Schroeder (who incidentally 
was the man who set up the meeting 
between von Papen and Hitler as a result 
of which Hitler became Chancellor three 
weeks later), was listed as a member of 
the Anglo-German Fellowship in 1937, 
along with two other members of the 
London bankers J. Henry Schroeder & 
Co; and the banking firm was listed as a 
“corporate member”. 

Some of the other firms listed in the 
same category included, Lazard Bros, 
Guinness, Mahon & Co, Unilevers, and 
the Dunlop Rubber Co. They were all 
involved in an organisation of which 
Sir Samuel Hoare said in Parliament 
30 March, 1938: ’I understand that this 
organisation is mainly for the purpose 
of pro-Nazi and anti-Semite propaganda’”’. 

Another interesting fact to emerge 
from this web was that when the Prime 
Minister, Neville Chamberlain, appointed 
a committee to look into delays, defects 
or difficulties in the rearmament pro- 
gramme, who did he choose to serve on 
it? Mr D’Arcy Cooper, Chairman of 
Unilevers, Sir George Clarke and Sir 
George Beharrell, Chairman of Dunlop 
Rubber — all connected with the 
Fellowship. 


Alfred Rosenberg 





When the Anglo-German Fellowship 
was established along with the Link, 
which was organised in 35 branches with 
4,000 members, one of its early contacts 
was a Dr Fitz-Randolph. He was described 
by the Pariser Tageblatt as the man 
behind the German Ambassador in 
London, von Hoesch. Fitz-Randloph was 
also directly connected with the Nazi 
leader Rosenberg. Other known contacts 
were Dr Karl Abshagen, correspondent 
of the Hamburger Nachrichten, and 
Johanna Wolf, organiser of the German 
Labour Front. 

Also connected with the Fellowship 
was the Anglo-German Academic Bureau 
which was the London branch of Deutsche 
Akademische Austauschdienst which was 
led by the SS leader General von Masson. 

Among the prominent Nazi “guests” 
of the Fellowship were von Ribbentrop, 
who later became Hitler’s Foreign Mini- 
ster, Field-Marshal von Blomberg, who 
served as Minister for War, Freiherr von 
Hadeln, adjutant in the SS to Himmler, 
Gestapo boss, H.R. Hoffman, Head of the 
Nazi Foreign Press Department, Lothar 
Streicher, son of the notorious Jew- 
baiter and leading Nazi Julius Streicher, 
SS leader Jeckeln and Dr Gross of the 
Racial Department of the Nazi Party. 

Sir Barry Domvile founder of the 
appropriately named Link paid a visit 
to Nuremberg to see Hitler and took 
with him the Link badge in order to 
make a presentation of it to the Fuhrer. 

All this activity, with its high level 
and powerful involvement in the Anglo- 
German Fellowship, was only the tip of 
the iceberg. It reflected a much wider 
agreement on forming some sort of 
alliance with Hitler’s Germany amongst 
influential sections of the ruling Con- 
servative Party and its backers. Though 
in fairness it should be pointed out that 
there were those in the party who fully 
understood the danger Nazi Germany 
posed for Britain. That group, of which 
Churchill and Eden were the most out- 
spoken was, however, in the minority 
until well after the outbreak of the war. 

Very few people will today really 
comprehend the extent to which the 
hatred of Russia motivated the desire of 
wide sections of big business and the 
Tory Party for an alliance with Hitler; 
even though in the process they almost 
sold Britain down the river. 

Just four months after the German 
annexation of Austria and two months 
before the Munich sell-out of Czecho- 
slovakia, Beverley Baxter, the Tory MP 
for Wood Green, said in the House of 
Commons: 

“T believe we are very foolish in this 

House sometimes, those of us who 

refuse to believe that there is any good 

in National Socialism, or that there is 
no unselfishness in men like Hitler and 

Goering.” 
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Before the ink had dried on the 
Munich Agreement another Tory MP, 
C.T. Culverwell, said in the House: 


“T ask those who hate Hitler . .. what 
has Hitler done of which we can 
reasonably complain? .. . Let us try 
to forget his misdeeds of the past, and 
methods which, no doubt, we all of 
us deplore, but which I suggest have 
been very largely forced upon him.”’ 


As the Evening Standard reported on 
6 October 1938: ‘‘His speech in the 
Munich debate gave the greatest satis- 
faction in Berlin”. True to form the 
same Mr Culverwell, in a speech in the 
House of Commons, three months after 
war was declared, was calling for: 


‘ 


“ .. peace by negotiation . . . The 
only chance of a secure and enduring 
peace is by negotiation, and the only 
opportunity is now, before the war is 
intensified . . . I can even visualise our 
troops fighting side by side with the 
Germans to defeat the Bolshevist 
menace.” 


This statement in the House was made 
in what is referred to as the “phoney war” 
period. How phoney it was can be judged 
by the secret negotiations that went on 
during the weeks leading up to the war 
and also during the period after hostilities 
actually commenced. These negotiations 
went on parallel to trading arrangements 
that allowed vital materials to still go to 
Germany via a second country (shades 
of the sanction-busting operations to 
Rhodesia). 

Key figures in the negotiations were 
the British intelligence agent Baron de 
Ropp and diplomat Ogilvie Forbes: 
Ropp was acting as liaison between 
leading Nazis and certain British officials. 
In a meeting with top Nazi Rosenberg 
as the outbreak of war seemed certain, 
he made the point that it would be in the 
best interests of both countries if, after 
the inevitable defeat of Poland, ways and 
means could be ensured to prevent a 
European conflict breaking out. They 
agreed to keep in touch and late in 
September, after the declaration of war, 
Ropp sent Rosenberg proposals for a 
private exchange of views on ways of 
ending the conflict. He claimed that he 
was acting on behalf of people in the 
British Air Ministry. 

On 24 September 1939, Forbes, who 
was councillor at the British Mission in 
Norway after serving in Berlin, had a 
‘talk with a Swedish businessman Birger 
Dahlerus. Forbes told him that the 
Government wanted peace talks with 
Germany, and asked him to act as 
mediator. He went so far as to discuss 


possible peace proposals and as a result 
of this conversation Dahlerus went to 
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Germany where he obtained a meeting 
with Hitler. 

The reply to these proposals was given 
in a speech Hitler made on 6 October. 
He put forward the idea of a European 
conference to discuss the “problems” 
arising out of Poland’s defeat, armament 
restrictions and colonial claims. How 
sincere Hitler was can be judged from 
the fact that three days later he signed 
the order for preparations to start for the 
attack in the West. 

Typical of the attitude on trade at this 
time was the report in the Evening 
Standard just two weeks before the 
outbreak of war and 12 days before 
the order banning trade with Germany 
came into effect. It followed feverish 
activity on the London Rubber Exchange: 
“To execute the orders in time, heavy 
withdrawals were made from stores in the 
United Kingdom. A third of our stocks 
of rubber and a quarter of our supplies 
of nickel have gone and are on their way 
to Germany. All deliveries had to be 
made before 1 September. Mr Burgin, 
Minister of Supply, had power to ban the 
deals, but refused to do so’’. Sir Thomas 
Inskip, the minister responsible for 
Britain’s re-armament programme com- 
mented: “‘Such exports do help Germany 
to rearm but it is a commercial matter, 
not within the province of the Govern- 
ment to interfere”. 

British Government departments went 
on merrily issuing licences for re-export 
of essential goods; for if it was no longer 
possible to export direct to Hitler Ger- 
many, it was possible to send much 
needed war material via his old buddy 
Benito Mussolini, who was still technically 
neutral. So urgently required items such 
as spruce were sent on Government issued 
permits to the Caproni firm in Italy, and 
they used it in their aircraft production 
or sent it on to Germany. Such actions 
had a blood price, since replacing this 
vital material must have cost the lives of a 
number of merchant seamen as they ran 
the U Boat blockade. 

Today the situation is no longer the 
same. Reaction has lost its international 
anchor in Europe, but that does not 
mean that those elements who sought 
to sell this country into an alliance with 
fascism have ceased to exist. In many 
respects, like their predecessors, they 
are much more dangerous than the 
National Front because they are not 
fascists themselves, but in a period of 
deep economic crisis they would not 
look . unfavourably on authoritarian 
solutions. 

That is why, apart from the activities 
of organisations like the NF, we have a 
spread of racism and right wing popular- 
ism imbued with many of the sentiments 
and prejudices of those who sought an 
alliance with Nazi Germany. 


Anti-Nazi 
League 
Conference 


THE 220 delegates at the Anti-Nazi 
League national conference on July 14 
took a number of decisions that reflec- 
ted growing concern at the increase in 
racialism and racial violence. 

One of the most important was to 
ensure a greater involvement by the ANL 
with anti-racist organisations at both 
local and national level. Other decisions 
included support for the campaign against 
SUS laws, opposition to the Nationality 
laws, the proposed questions relating to 
the racial and patrial origins in the next 
national census, and _ institutionalised 
racialism. 

In his opening address League secretary 
Paul Holborow pointed out that the ANL 
had achieved its original aim of making 
the country aware of the Nazi character 
of the National Front by organising 
effective opposition. 

“As a result of its mass propaganda 
campaign, which included the distribu- 
tion of millions of leaflets, hundreds of 
thousands of posters, mass rallies and 
counter demonstrations, the growth of 
the NF was halted and its electoral 
advance had been turned into a great 
setback by the General Election in May. 

“‘There is no room for complacency 
however since in a crisis situation, with 
growing unemployment, the dangers 
remained and that is why the ANL must 
remain vigilent.”’ 

Paul Holborow also stressed the need 
to bring those responsible for the murder 
of Blair Peach to justice and called for a 
stepping up of the campaign linked with 
the demand for the disbanding of the 
special patrol group. 

There was also a report by Bill Dunn 
on the work of the Trade Union Advisory 
Committee in which he stressed the 
importance of involving all levels of the 
trade union movement in the campaign. 

If there was a note of criticism, it was 
in the organising of the agenda. There 
were 70 resolutions in all, many of which 
were repetitious and they could well have 
been composited. This would have given 
much more time for contributions from 
the floor; as it was the two or three 
minutes allowed to those moving resolu- 
tions hardly made for stimulating dis- 
cussions. 

Nevertheless the overall impression 
was of a movement that had achieved a 
great deal and had gained considerable 
experience in the course of its short 
existence. 





Neo-Nazism in Germany today 


BSS a SRE TS St att ES ee ee same en atir SNC eS Awe tne DES ees 
A report issued by the West German Interior Minister, Herr Gerhart Baum, on July 10 indicated an increase in 
both the membership of neo-Nazi groups and their involvement in terrorist acts. 


In 1977 there were a total of 52 
attacks, including six raids on West 
German Army arms dumps, a bank 
robbery and an attack on a Dutch Army 
barracks where four machine pistols 
were stolen. The following year (1978) 
these attacks had increased to a total of 
992 and included the desecration of 
35 Jewish cemeteries. On April 20, 
Hitler’s birthday, there were over a 
hundred recorded instances of neo- 
Nazi activity. 

Herr Baum stated that the number of 


openly neo-Nazi organisations increased 
from 17 to 24 and their combined 
membership from 900 to 1,300. There 
were, according to the report, a further 
52 extreme-right wing groups with a 
combined membership of 16,300; and in 
addition two extreme-right wing news- 
papers both of which have a sale in excess 
of 100,000. The current West German 
Government statistics show a total of 
76 extreme-right wing organisations 
with a total membership of 17,600. 
Interestingly the report also drew atten- 


tion to the connection with some of the 
organisations with British Movement, 
information Searchlight gave its readers 
two years ago. 

According to the analysis of anti- 
fascist organisations in West Germany 
there are certainly more than 76 organi- 
sations on the extreme right. The research 
centre PDI Munich listed 122 on July 1, 
with an estimated membership of 24,000. 
We reproduce this list below. 


Aktion Deutscher Osten 

Aktion Junge Rechte 

Aktion Neue Rechte 

Aktionsfront Nationaler Social- 
isten 


Aktionsgemeinschaft Nationales 
Europa 

Aktionsgemeinschaft Nationaler 
Sozialisten 


Aktionskomitee ‘‘Peter Fechter”’ 

Alster- Gesprachskreis 

amnesty national 

Anti-Holocaust-Aktion 

Antikominternjugend 

Arbeitskreis Deutscher Sozialis- 
mus 

Arbeitskresi fiir Lebenskunde der 
Ludendorff-Bewegung 

Arbeitskreis Stidwest 

Arbeitskreis Volkstreuer Verbande 


Blaue Adler-Jugend 

Braune Hilfe Gau Nordmark 

Btirgergemeinschaft Hamburg 

Biirgerinitiative fiir die Todes- 
strage, gegen Pornographie und 
Sittenverfall 

Biirgerinitiative gegen Terrorismus 
und Fiinf-Prozent-Klausel 

Biirgerinitiative zur Wahrheitsp- 
flege 

Biirger- und Bauerninitiative 

Bund “Albert Leo Schlageter” 

Bund Deutscher Nationaler Sozial- 
isten 

Bund ftir Deutsche Einheit — 
Aktion Oder-NeiBe 

Bund fiir Deutsche Wiederverei- 
nigung 

Bund fiir Gotterkenntnis (Luden- 
dorff) 

Bund Hamburger Madel 

Bund Heimattreuer Jugend 

Bund RePatria 


Deutsch-Arabische Gemeinschaft 

Deutsch-europaische Studiengesel- 
Ischaft 

Deutsch-nationale Verteidigungs- 
organisation 

Deutsch-vélkische Gemeinschaft 


_Deutsch-volkische Jugend 


Deutsche Akademie fiir Bildong 
und Kulture 

Deutsche Aktionsgemeinschaft fiir 
nationale Politik 

Deutsche Bewegung fiir Demo- 
kratie-, Volksund Umweltschutz 

Deutsche Biirgerinitiative 

Deutsche Division fiir 
politik 

Deutsche Gesellshact fiir Erbge- 
sundheitspflege 

Deutsche Volksfront 

Deutsche Volkspartei 

Deutsche Volksunion 

Deutscher Arbeitskreis Witten 

Deutscher Block 

Deutscher Freundeskreis 

Deutsches Kulturwerk europai- 
schen Geistes 

Deutsche Kulturgemeinschaft 


Natur- 


Freiheitlicher Rat 

Freiheitsbewegung 
Reich 

Freizeitverein Hansa 

Freundeskreis Dichterstein Offen- 
hausen 

Freundeskreis Filmkunst 

Freudeskreis “‘Denk mit’ 

Freundeskreis fiir Jugendarbeit im 
Arbeitskreis Volkstreuer Ver- 
bande 

Freundeskreis zur Forderung der 
Wehrsport-gruppe Hoffman 


Deutsches 


Gemeinshaft Ostdeutscher Gun- 
deigenttimer-Notverwaltung des 
Deutschen Ostens 

Germania International 

Gesamtdeutsche Aktion 

Gesellschaft ftir biologische An- 
thropologie, Eugenik und Ver- 
haltensforschung 

Gesellschaft fiir freie Publizistik 


Hilfsgemeinschaft auf Gegensei- 
tigkeit der Soldaten der ehema- 
ligen Waffen-SS 

Hilfsgemeinschaft 
Rudolf HeB 


Freiheit fiir 


Hilfskomitee Stidliches Afrika 
Hochschulgruppe Pommern 


Jugendbund Adler 

Jugendpresseverband Nordrhein- 
Westfalen 

Jungstahlhelm 

Junge Nationaldemokraten 

Junge Nationalsozialisten 

Junge Nationalsozialistische Deut- 
sche Arbeiterpartei 


Kampfbund Deutscher Soldaten 

Kampfbund Fre’heit ftir Rudolf 
HeB” 

Kampfgemeinschaft des Deutsch- 
Nationalen Sozialismus 

Kampfgruppe GroBdeutachland 

Kampfgruppe Priem 

Komitee ‘‘Freiheit fiir Roeder” 

Kulturring Germania 

Kampfgruppe Ziindel 


Landerrat der Notgemeinschaft 
des Deutschen Ostens 


Mut-Freundeskreis 


Nation-Europa-Freunde 

Nationaldemokratische Schiilerge- 
meinschaft 

Nationaldemokratischer Hochscu- 
Ibund 

Nationaldemokratischer Soldaten- 
bund 

Nationale Front 

Nationalrevolutionare Aktion 

Nationalrevolutionare Arbeiter- 
front 

Nationalsozialistische Partei Deut- 
schlands 

Nationaldemokratische Partei 
Deutschlands 

Nationalsozialistische Deutsche 
Arbeiterpartei — Aufbau/Aus- 
landsorganisations (Gruppen 
wurden 1978/79 in folgenden 
Stadten u.a. festgestellt: Bad 
Karlschaften, Berlin, Braunsch- 
weig, Frankfurt, Hanau, Han- 


nover, Holzminden, Hoxter, 

Mannheim, Ltineburg) 
Nationalsozialistische Kampf- 

gruppe Ostwestfalen-Lippe 
Naturpolitische Volkspartei 
Neues Nationales Europa 
Nordischer Ring 
NS-Gruppe Schwarzwald 
NS-Gruppe Wibbels 


Partei der Arbeit 
Politischer Informations-Club 


SA-Sturm 8. Mai 

Sache des Volkes — National- 
revolutionare Aufbau-Organi- 
sation 

Schillerbund - Deutscher Kultur- 
verband 

Schwarzer Adler 

Soldatenkameradschaft Hans Ul- 
rich Rudel 

Stahlhelm — 
Europa 

Stille Hilfe Deutschland 

Sturmgruppe 7 


Kampfbund _ fiir 


Unabhangige Arbeiter-Partei 

Unabhangige Freundeskreise 

Unabhangiger Schtilerbund 

Unabhangiges Zentrum Deutsch- 
lands 


Vereinigung Verfassungstreuer 
Krafte 

Volksbwewgung gegen antideut- 
sche Gruelltigen 

Volksbund Deutscher Ring 

Volkssozialistische Bewegung 
Deutschlands-Partei der Arbeit 

Volkssozialistische Deutsche Par- 
tei — Nationalrevolutionare 
Bewegung 

Volkssozialistische Einheitsfront 


Wehrsportgruppe Hoffmann 
Wehrsportgruppe Nordland 
Weltunion der Nationalsocialisten 
Wiking-Jugend 


The mention of bank raids by the extreme-right in the Interior Ministry report is of significance. Simi- 
lar raids have taken place in Italy and France in order to fund the fascist movement and it is believed 
that the money has been “laundered” in London with a spin off going to the extreme-right in this 


country. We now have reason to believe that there is growing concern in official circles that recent 
raids on banks and post offices have probably involved the extreme-right. 





strategy. Instead of bothering about 
elections in the future, there is need of 
“long term perspectives” which are “‘not 
unduly occupied by momentary electoral 
ups and downs”. And Verrall goes on to 
assert that the NF’s real target should be 
“media control by our enemies” and 
future party activity should be devoted 
to this, rather than foredoomed electoral 
contests. 

In all this Verrall is scarcely managing 
to maintain the mood recommended 
elsewhere in Spearhead by Tyndall: “I 
have always seen it as my duty to com- 
municate to your members a spirit of 
optimism tempered by sobriety”’. 

It seems that the optimism is more 
easily maintained by the Nazis outside 
the party than those within it. Especially 
while accusations about bad manners 
and Strasserism are being bandied about. 


THIS leads quite naturally into the next 
question. What happens to Strasserites 
who leave the NF complaining about the 
authoritarian Nazism of that party? 
No, they neither join the Liberal Party, 
Boy Scouts or become Co-op Insurance 
Agents. The answer is that they join 
authoritarian Nazi organisations which 
praise the NF. 

Thus, the ‘Overseas News’ section of 
League Review is now handled by Steve 
Brady, who left the NF to join the 
National Party in 1976 complaining of 
the authoritarian Nazis in the Front. 
After a short rest, occasioned by some 
bad manners, he now returns to the fray 
praising openly Nazi groups throughout 
the world. This month he is particularly 
taken with the American group the 
National Socialist White Peoples Party. 

There is another indication of the 
growing links between the Front and 
the League of St. George. Tyndall in 
Spearhead, discussing ways of raising 
revenue, talks about expanding “‘the trade 
in recordings, which is of immense 
potential. At the moment it is limited 
mainly to recordings of political events 
involving the National Front”’. 

No sooner are the words on the page 
of Spearhead than the deed is done. 
As part of the expansion, Triumph 
Recordings (the NF’s division for pro- 
ducing stirring cassettes) is to be found 
advertising in the current League Review: 
“All tapes have speeches by top leaders 
of NF including John Tyndall and Martin 
Webster” proclaims the ad. And fittingly 
in the pages of League Review it finds 
itself in the company of ads for tapes of 
‘War Songs of the Third Reich’ and 
“Marches of the SS’. 

The expansion of Tyndall’s tapes takes 
a somewhat surprising turn. We have 
Tyndall himself on offer in June’s British 
Patriot, the magazine of British Move- 
ment, which thinks the NF are a bunch of 
‘kosher fascists’. On the back page for 
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sale to the highest bidder, we find 


“One tape recording of a pre-NF group 
singing the notorious ‘Finklestein 
Song’ in which the participating voice 
of John Tyndall, the NF’s leader, can 
be clearly heard. WARNING: This ten- 
minute recording can be pretty coarse 
in places — and is not recommended 
for genteel ears.”’ 


One wonders whether Tyndall was 
able in those bygone days to temper his 
optimism with sobriety. 

British Patriot’s feelings towards the 
NF are not wholly based on admiration 
for Tyndall’s vocal qualities. Elsewhere, 
there’s an attack on the “sick minds” of 
the NF for holding demonstrations on the 
same day as the British Movement. 
“The NF claimed that it was purely 
coincidental’, but British Movement 
knows better. In a stunning reply to 
Webster they declare “Pull the other 
leg Fat Boy!” 

It’s clear that British Patriot has little 
love for Webster’s tenor voice; it extends 
its hand of friendship to his enemies 
within the NF whose sick minds are 
presumably curable. It addresses itself 
to the NF rebels who are aiming to 
displace Martin Webster. Such rebellions 
have 


“cc 


. met with a varying degree of 
success but it is clear that the greatest 
hurdle is that such rebellious groups 
lack funds, printing equipment and the 
means to get their message out to a 
wide audience. British Patriot monthly 
is in a more fortunate position so, if 
we can help in getting across to a wide 
audience of NF readers, most of whom 
read the British Patriot, we 7l be happy 
to do so. After all, we uphold the 
principle that, we fight separately but 
strike together and your interests for 
a less corrupt NF are shared by us.”’ 


Such a noble gesture from a bunch of 
well-adjusted music-lovers. 


LASTLY, there’s an answer this month to 
a riddle posed several months ago. In 
February, Searchlight, noticing a patriar- 
chal (even paternal) note in Tyndall’s 
leadership-pose, wondered whether he 
was about to perpetuate the master-race 
in the most direct manner possible. 

The answer comes on page nineteen 
of Spearhead under the heading ‘A 
daughter for J.T.’ No doubt there’ll be 
suitable singing and marching to celebrate 
the happy event; one hopes, of course, 
that the working-class rejoicers do not 
get too carried away by their optimism. 

However, there’s no prizes for guessing 
how Spearhead describes the poor mite. 
Naturally, it’s a “beautiful blue-eyed 
baby”. Whatever the comings and goings 
on the extreme right, some things don’t 
change. 





A BROKEN READ 








JOHN KINGSLEY READ, the former 
chairman of the ex-National Party, has 
been refused a place to study community 
work at Ilkley College in Yorkshire. The 
department of Humanities, where he 
applied, had been warned by the NUS 
that some of the 600 students there would 
not be prepared to work alongside Read 
if he was accepted. An official from the 
department told Read when he rang up 
to find the reason for his rejection, that 
“his being there might cause problems”. 

Read swore to ask the dean of the 
college for an explanation and told 
reporters, “My academic career is in 
ruins”. Evidently seeing himself as some 
kind of martyr he went on to say, “If I 
was a younger man I would leave this 
country. This country has become a 
subtle dictatorship. I am now suffering 
for my past political beliefs. I cannot get 
a job because nobody wants to employ 
me and trade unions object to my joining 
them. I would find it difficult to get 
even a labouring job. I just don’t have a 
clue what I am going to do”’. 

But when bus drivers in Blackburn 
heard of Read’s predicament they 
challenged him to join them. Mr Peter 
McLoughlin, a member of the ANL and 
a shop steward for the buses union in 
Blackburn, said that the challenge came 
from, ‘“‘a small group of us who last week 
heard about Mr Read’s ambition to enter 
community work and his difficulties in 
finding a job”’. 

He added, “He might not be able to 
get into college for community work, 
but he can become involved working with 
the community in the buses. Mr Read 
says his past right wing views prevent 
him from even finding a job as a labourer. 
He also said that unions won’t let him 
become a member because of his past 
activities. I personally have experienced 
difficulties in finding work because of my 
left wing views. But I don’t believe 
Mr Read has tried to get a job on the 
buses”’. 

Mr Bill Dobbie, the Director of Trans- 
port, said that when they took on staff 
they made no inquiries at all into their 
political beliefs or backgrounds. 





WHAT THEIR 
PAPERS SAY 





Match your wits with the Holiday Quiz 


IT’S competition corner this month, and 
regular readers can test their wits with the 
latest crop of fascist conundrums. Who is 
currently offering a recording of John 
Tyndall singing a coarse ditty? Where can 
we expect to find praise for the NF’s 
electoral showing, and where do we find 
criticism? Which Nazi thinks there are 
sick minds in the Front but says he wants 
to help the party? 

Answers will all be revealed in due 
course. But to begin with an easy 
question: 

Last month we described the argument 
smouldering in the pages of Spearhead 
between John Tyndall and Martin Webster. 
The latter seemed to be goading the 
former with talk that the NF doesn’t 
possess a fully developed ideology. Not 
stopping there, Webster went on to 
advocate that the NF should become 
the party of “the desperate and the 
dispossessed among the White Working 
Class’. This was a deliberate challenge 
to Tyndall’s ideas that the NF needs to 
attract an elite of professionally trained 
middle-class experts to remedy the 
party’s manifest ills. 

That’s the background; and now for 
the question. Who do we find in this 
month’s Spearhead claiming that the NF 
needs to attract “key people’ who must 
be “the brightest youngsters’ marked 
out from “the less sophisticated rank- 
and-file’’? 

To give a clue, the same person who is 
calling for “key people of the right 
calibre” is also claiming that the Front 
has a comprehensive ideology “in the 
area of the impact of racial realities on 
human society”’. 

If you've still not twigged, one last 
clue. It’s the self-same person who is 
lamenting the ungentlemanly conduct of 
the Front’s working-class supporters: 
“I was not the only person to lament the 
unruly and scummy conduct of some 
people on the last NF Remembrance Day 
parade .. . The low standards manifest on 
that day have been duplicated in all 
manner of other party operations not just 


in recent months, but in the last two or 
more years’. 

The reason why there has been such an 
increase in unseemly behaviour is that 
recent events have had the effect of 
“driving out of positions of responsibility 
the predominantly middle-aged and 
middle-class people who comprised what 
one might call the first generation of the 
NF’s middle management”. So by 
recruiting young middle-class members 
good manners can be restored. 

The author of these sentiments in 
July’s Spearhead is, of course, none other 
than Martin Webster. 

So it looks like his Strasserite spree is 
left temporarily in abeyance. With 
trouble coming from other quarters 
within the National Front, Webster 
doesn’t wish to irritate his leader and 
protector too much. Thus, his guff about 
‘key people’ sounds very like Tyndall in 
the same issue going on about “our chief 
task at the moment is to recruit and 
organise a new type of elite’, so that 
eventually such elites will acquire “the 
means and the ability to /ead the people” 
(Tyndall’s own emphasis). 

Webster doesn’t have the physique or 
the temperament to do an abrupt about- 
turn the full one-eighty degrees. So 
there’s still a trace of the former dis- 
agreement. He still claims that Tyndall 
is ‘“‘profoundly mistaken” to make 
ideological development “a low priority 
on our list of party-building require- 
ments”. But Webster is toning things 
down. No longer is the ideology of the 
NF unsatisfactory; in fact Webster seems 
quite pleased with the ideology as it 
concerns race and economics. It’s just 
that “‘there are vast areas where we have 
nothing to say, or where what we say is 
inadequate’’. 

He doesn’t specify what these vast 
areas are, or even offer us a hint. So the 
question for next month’s competition 
is: ‘Will Webster reveal his ‘“‘vast areas” 
and what are they?’ Answers on a post- 
card to Excalibur House. 

In the meantime, we can continue 


with this month’s quiz. Where does the 
following fulsome praise of the NF’s 
electoral performance come from: (a) NF 
Sources, (b) Martin Bormann, (c) The. 
Incredible Hulk? 


“The only party contesting the election 
to offer the possibility of progressive 
change was the National Front. . . 
Our objective assessment is that they 
have no need to despair. The National 
Front is still a young party. It suc- 
ceeded in fielding over three hundred 
candidates, the largest ever by a 
patriotic movement; no mean achieve- 
ment. The media have tried to dismiss 
the result as a rejection of Front 
policies, but the collective vote of 
nearly 200,000 suggests a firm foun- 
dation on which to build a sound 
party machine to fight the next general 
election in five years time.” 


Readers who answered (a), (b) or (c) 
score no points. It is actually taken from 
the editorial of League Review, the 
magazine of the openly national socialist 
League of St. George. Officially the 
National Front has proscribed the League, 
as being far too extreme a bunch of 
loonies. 

We can compare the League’s praise 
with the assessment of the NF’s own 
Richard Verrall in July’s Spearhead. 
No talk of firm foundations here, as 
Verrall faces up to the facts: “It cannot 
be denied that the votes obtained were 
no cause for rejoicing. Over the country 
the average NF vote was less than half 
that achieved in October 1974”. 

Unlike League Review Verrall doesn’t 
speak crumbs of comfort that the NF 
were able to spread their message during 
the election campaign. According to 
Verrall ‘It was the blackout, more than 
the lies that hit hardest. The British 
public were rendered almost completely 
unaware that a new party was fighting 
a campaign’. 

There’s an air of despondency hanging 
over Verrall’s piece, which hints strongly 
that the NF will have to change its 
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INTERNATIONAL 





ROUND-UP 





West Germany 


THE Anti-Nazi League is rapidly be- 
coming one of Britain’s export successes. 
‘Rock Against The Right’ a new alliance 
modelled on the ANL’s hugely successful 
Carnivals Against the Nazis drew 60,000 
people to Frankfurt to protest against 


the National Democratic Party’s biggest ® 


rally of the year being held in the city. It 
was the most widely supported anti- 


Nazi demonstration that West Germany | 


had seen for years and ended in almost 


total victory: the NPD rally was cancelled, # 
and the counter demonstrations organised | 


by Rock Against The Right and the 
Frankfurt TUC successfully defied a 
police ban on their rallies at the Romer- 
berg, the scheduled venue for the Nazi 
meeting. 


Rock 
gegen 


Rechts 





Although the centre of the city had 
been sealed off by about 5,000 police and 
3,000 armed border guards, the marchers 
who had assembled at five different points 
around the city set off on the routes 
which had been decided beforehand. At 
the same time, an appeal against the ban 
on the marches was being heard in court, 
and at one point the marchers agreed to 
withdraw from the central precincts to 
await the decision from the judges. 

About 20,000 people, however, decided 
to continue on their way to Romerberg, 
and when, mysteriously, a police blockade 
-in one part of the city was dismantled 
they proceeded into the city centre with- 
out let or hindrance. At a rally outside 
the local TUC building the marchers were 
told that the court had banned the NPD 
meeting. Their jubilation was only tem- 
pered by the later news that the prohi- 
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tion on the TUC march had also been 
upheld. It made little difference: the 
police blockade had already been breached 
and the meeting was going ahead regard- 
less. 

So, while the NPD were forced to 
withdraw ignominiously to the small 
Bavarian town of Alzenau, 60,000 anti- 
fascists went on to the Rock Against The 
Right Rally, which included a perfor- 
mance from British reggae band Misty. 
The carnival was enormously popular — 
it went on until nine o’clock the follow- 
ing night. 

Predictably, the events of June 16th 
did not please the right wing press or the 
major parties which had opposed the 
rallies from the outset. Newspaper 
editorial columns the next day were 
littered with references to ‘degenerates’ 
‘filth’ and ‘extremists’, while the ruling 
Social Democratic Party accused Frank- 
furt’s TUC of entering into an alliance 
with ‘left-wing fascists’. Frankfurt Police 
President Herr Muller, himself a member 
of the SPD, went so far as to claim that 
on the anti-Nazi march were “groups in- 
clinded towards terrorism’. In fact Muller 
had been a central figure in imposing the 
ban on the TUC demonstration: the first 
ban on a trade union meeting in Germany 
since the war. 

Most encouraging was the breadth of 
support for the events. Present on the 


Armed police and border guards seal off Frankfurt city centre. 
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marches were large numbers of trades 
unionists, moderate pressure groups, left 
wing organisations and clergy. And, like 
the London carnivals, young people were 
most heavily represented. 


YET again, the month has produced its 


crop of ex-Nazis being gaoled for war- 
crimes, or being uncovered in positions 
of influence in West Germany: 


Bic 
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West German Trade Unionists marching against 
the NPD 


Dr Karl Doring, West Germany’s 
ambassador to New Zealand was with- 
drawn “for health reasons’ when the 
disclosure that he had been a member of 
the Waffen S.S. prompted protests in 
Wellington. 

Bremen’s Construction Minister Hans 
Seifriz resigned his post when it was 
revealed that he had written anti-Semitic 
articles in 1944 in which he described the 
Jews as a race “‘cursed by God”’. 

Walter Knop, former commandant of 
the Gassen concentration camp was 
sentenced to nine years imprisonment by 
a Cologne court for his part in the murder 
of 159 camp prisoners. The victims were 
stragglers unable to keep up a forced 
march when the camps 800 prisoners 
were evacuated in February 1945. 

Ex-Nazi Hans Jahn, whose book 
Judeo-Bolshevik Imperialism, published 
in 1943 claimed that “‘Thousands of years 
from now Man, and above all youth, will 
speak one name with reverence and awe, 
Adolf Hitler’s’? has been elected as a 
Christian Democrat member of the Euro- 
pean Parliament. 


France 


‘ODESSA’ BOMBS NAZI-HUNTER 


RESPONSIBILITY for the bomb 
attack which destroyed the car of French 
Nazi hunter Serge Klarsfeld in the under- 
ground garage of his Paris home has been 
claimed by a group calling itself Odessa. 

In a letter to the press, the group said 
that ‘We want the Jews to stop persecut- 
ing our comrades. If need be, and if 
circumstances require it, we will consider 
the extreme solution.” 

Odessa (Organisation Der Ehemaligen 
SS-Angehorigen) stands for Organisation 
Of Former SS Members and was, until his 
death some two years ago, run from 
Spain by former Nazi superstar Otto 
Skorzeny, whose wartime coups included 
freeing Benito Mussolini following the 
Italian capitulation in 1943. The Odessa 
has specialised in looking after war 
criminals on the run: it assisted large 
numbers of ex-SS men who at the end of 
the war escaped to South America and 
Egypt where they began new lives. It is 
thought that the organisation is financed 
from the SS’s wartime plunder. 


Spain 


SALE OF THE CENTURY? 


LATEST fund-raising stunt from 
Fuerza Nueva (New Force) Spain’s largest 
fascist organisation was a bizarre auction 


of some of Franco’s personal effects. A 
ceremonial cummerbund belonging to the 
old dictator fetched in £14,000 for party 
funds. More seriously , however, the party’s 
activists were out in force recently pro- 
testing against the televising of the 
American Holocaust series. Walls in 
Madrid were liberally decorated with 
posters and slogans declaring that “Holo- 
caust is a Zionist lie’, and Jewish proper- 
ties in the city were attacked. Leaders of 
the country’s 7,000 Jews were forced to 
seek special protection from the police 
while the series was being broadcast. 


South Africa 


RACISTS WOO 
BRITISH EMIGRES 

THE South African National Front, 
decimated by criminal prosecution of a 
number of their leading members, have 
elected a new chairman, Allen Fothering- 
ham, who they hope will be able to build 
links between racist expatriate Britons 
and Afrikaaners disillusioned with the 
ruling National Party. Unfortunately for 
the Front others are already moving to 
corner that particular market: former 
Information Minister Connie Mulder, late 
of the National Party, has just announced 
the founding of a new party which aims 
to resist the ‘integrationist policies’ of 
the present regime. The new party will, 
he claims, be ‘‘The only political home 
for English people to the right of centre.” 
His partners in the venture are ‘Cas’ 
Greyling and Sarel Reinecke, both past 
members of the National Party. 

Also making gains at the moment is 
the extreme right wing Herstigte Nasionale 
Partie, which is exploiting right-wing 
disillusionment with the government over 
Muldergate and ‘soft’ policies on race. 

Ten members of the Afrikaans Resis- 
tance Movement charged with tarring and 
feathering a university professor (Search- 
light 47) were fined £500 each by a 
Johannesburg court. 


Namibia 
EXTREME RIGHT STEPS UP 
VIOLENCE 

THE activities of extreme right wing 
groups in Windhoek, Namibia, have 
received considerable attention in the pro 
South African press. The new government 
of the DTA (Democratic Turnhalle 
Alliance), which came into effect at the 
beginning of June, is constantly referred 
to as Namibia’s first own democratically 
elected government; and the anti-racial 
discrimination laws, one of their first 
priorities, are supposed to be the hall- 
mark of its intention to break down 
apartheid. The extreme right, by being 
both anti-black and anti-Semitic, and 
very violent in its opposition to the 


proposed laws, plays right into the hands 
of the South African regime. 

Since February this year, the Wit 
Weerstandsbeweging (WWB) have claimed 
responsibility for a number of attacks on 
white individuals and organisations. A 
pamphlet was circulated attacking free- 
masons and naming a “‘hit list’’ of people 
— freemasons, Rotarians and Roundtable, 
most of whom are Jewish and support 
the DTA. On June 26th a bomb was 
thrown into a freemasons lodge, as a 
result of which one man died and five 
others were badly injured. The news- 
papers in Windhoek showed front page 
horror at these attacks and even re- 
proached the police for their slowness 
to take action. The DTA passed a motion 
in the National Assembly condemning 
the murder and denouncing the act “‘in 
the same way as we condemn SWAPO’s 
deeds’. 

Mr Dirk Mudge, the DTA chairperson, 
has also been a target for attacks and has 
been obliged to take on a bodyguard. After 
a demonstration of more than 1000 people 
carrying placards denouncing desegrega- 
tion moves in the National Assembly as 
heinous plots by Jews and Zionists, the 
Windhoek Advertiser reported that the 
DTA was expected to remove the penalty 
clauses from the bill. This was seen to be 
a temporary move, to give time to all the 
owners and managers of hotels, bars and 
restaurants to make necessary adjust- 
ments, but it is significant that it came 
so soon after the demonstration. 

For anyone who understands that the 
government of the DTA is no more than 
a front for the South African regime, it 
must be clear that this division amongst 
whites in Namibia is very convenient. 
The government benefits from their 
activities in two ways; firstly that the 
government can be seen to be genuinely 
concerned about the rights of blacks in 
the country, genuinely democratic and 
pledged to reform. Secondly, it ensures 
that apartheid is seen as the main obstacle 
to equality among blacks and whites, 
whereas it is really a tool in the hands of 
the regime to ensure the rights and privi- 
leges of a rich minority. Blacks will not 
benefit by going to mixed clubs and 
hotels, nor by being entitled to buy land 
previously entitled to whites only, be- 
cause most of Namibians are too poor 
to compete for such privileges anyway. 
However disturbing the reports are of 
Nazi-like and extremely violent racist 
organisation, they need not be seen as 
too significant in themselves. As SWAPO 
says, “The conflict between whites in 
Namibia amounts to nothing more than 
a clash between those who adhere to the 
old tried and tested system of open 
repression and those with the same objec- 
tive who believe it should adopt a more 
subtle form.” Information & Comments 
Vol.1 No.1. 
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NEW5s IN BRIEF 





NO PLACE FOR NF ANNUAL 
CONFERENCE 


The NF have been making applications 
all over the country to hire a suitable hall 
for their annual conference in October, 
now that Yarmouth Borough Council 
has finally refused the use of their 
buildings. 

In Swansea, councillors voted 20 to 2 
against the application in favour of one 
by the Salvation Army on the same date. 
Coun. Ken Hawkins said at the meeting, 
“When you get a mad dog you must 
shoot it. I am prepared to say these 
people are mad dogs’. (referring of 
course to the National Front.) 

The policy and resources committee 
also decided to ban the Front from 
hiring any public buildings in the city 
in the future. 

It also seemed highly likely that 
Shepway District Council will vote to 
keep the Front out of Folkestone, if the 
P. & R. Committee’s decision is upheld. 
Union members made it clear that while 
they did not wish to be disloyal, they 
would withdraw their labour if the 
meeting took place. 

The NF’s attempts to hire a hall in 
Leamington Spa have also failed. 

Newham Council has been ordered 
to pay the Front £1,002 damages because 
they cancelled a booking for East Ham 
Town Hall for their annual conference 
in 1977. 

The Front are hoping that their 
attempts to sue Yarmouth Council for 
cancelling their booking for October 
1979 will be equally successful. 


ARCHBISHOP WITHHOLDS 
PAMPHLET 


Five members of the Liverpool Diocesan 
Justice and Peace Commission resigned 
after the Archbishop refused to allow the 
publication of a pamphlet condemning 
the National Front. The pamphlet was 
written by Mr Rashid Mufti last year, but 
its publication was postponed until the 
elections because the Commission felt it 
would have more impact then. 
Archbishop Worlock has_ recently 
issued a press statement giving his reasons 
for withholding the document. He said, 
“When the final text was given to me, I 
took legal opinion and was advised that 
if the pamphlet was published and 
distributed in a constituency where one 
of those named was a candidate, it would 
contravene the Representation of the 
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People Act. Even in other constituencies 
where unnamed National Front candidates 
were standing, it would probably be 
judged as being so derogatory to the 
National Front candidate as to promote 
the candidature of others’. 

The Archbishop drew attention to his 
previous public condemnation of the NF. 


Mr Mufti, who was one of the people 
who resigned from the Commission in 
April, said that he had taken legal advice 
from a solicitor and from the Commission 
for Racial Equality and had been assured 
that there was no danger of contravening 
the Act. The Commission was also told 
by a Parliamentary legal expert that there 
was only a very slight risk involved, if 
any. The Archbishop’s attitude came as 
a great shock and disappointment to 
members of the Commission, who felt 
they could no longer work within it. 


COUNCILS BAN THE FRONT 


Ipswich Borough Council has banned the 
Front from using council buildings except 
when they have a statutory right to do so. 
The decision was reached after a lengthy 
debate about freedom of speech. Ms 
Anne Smith, who chairs the recreation 
and amenities committee, proposed the 
ban saying that they felt that by allowing 
the NF to use council facilities they were 
in some way condoning their policies. 
She said, “‘I believe in free speech, but I 
believe in certain circumstances an 
organisation, in this case the National 
Front, who advocate such racialist and 
divisive polices, forfeit that right, at least 
in our Corn Exchange complex’”’. 

In Islington, London, the ban on the 
NF which has existed since 1976, has 
now been extended to cover election 
meetings, as a result of their breaches of 
the Representation of the People Act in 
April and May this year. Sid Chaney of 
the local branch said that they would 
continue to use “any kind of, lies and 
deceit’’ to use council property. He told 
them, ‘We’ve hired out council property 
many times since the ban came in. The 
Young National Front have used the 
Ironmonger Row baths within the last 
three months and that wasn’t the first 
time’. Councillors say they are unaware 
that this had been going on, and that all 
future bookings would be carefully 
scrutinised. 

Tameside policy and resources com- 
mittee have recommended that the 
Front be banned from using public 
amenities, in spite of much opposition 


from Tory councillors. The Labour 
Party pledged in their election manifesto 
that they would ban the NF from public 
halls and sports grounds. This would 
mean that the Front’s football team 
would be unable to continue in the Hyde 
and District League, where last season 
they came second in a sportsmanship 
competition. 

Oldham council has not yet decided 
whether to follow suit. The local ANL 
is to run a campaign to make it as hard as 
possible for the Front team to play, 
though the Oldham Sunday League have 
already decided to admit their team for 
the next season. 


SOUTH AFRICAN NF LEADER 
ARRESTED 


Police have finally found and arrested 
George Lewis, the runaway South African 
NF leader who fled to England a few 
weeks ago. Lewis is wanted in South 
Africa on fraud charges involving the 
disappearance of about £13,000 from 
the Sons of England organisation. 

He came to this country with Alan 
Brittan, a fifteen year old boy he is said 
to have taken from a Johannesburg 
boarding school, and the wife and 
daughter of Jack Noble, the former NF 
leader in South Africa who was forced to 
leave the country earlier in the year. 
(See Searchlight No.45.) 

Noble lived for a time in Cleethorpes 
and stood as a candidate for the general 
election in Lincoln. He now lives in a 
caravan in Humberston. 

The two fugitives, Lewis and Brittan, 
were found as a result of public assistance 
after a Police Five broadcast on TV, 
according to Harrow CID. Brittan has 
been placed in the care of Harrow Social 
Services. He said he did not want to go 
back to South Africa and he was keen to 
join the Navy. 


CRC CRITICISED FOR 
INEFFECTIVENESS 

Hillingdon Community Relations Council 
has been so cautious in its approach to 
fighting racism in the area that it has 
been accused of being an “‘inneffectual 
do-gooder’’ organisation. 

Rev. Theo Samuels, Brunel University 
Anglican chaplain, who has worked 
with Slough CRC in the past, told the 
Hillingdon CRC that it should stop 
beating about the bush and toughen up. 
He said, ‘“‘The council is scared because 
it depends on a local authority grant, 
but principles should count more. You are 


bound to tread on a few toes. This fear of 
authority is completely debilitating”’. 

Local Councillor, Jim Doel, endorsed 
Mr Samuel’s criticisms and told the Hayes 
Gazette, “‘We do not have race problems 
here on the scale of Ealing or Southall, 
but our proximity to Heathrow means 
we are often the reception committee for 
immigrants to Britain and should see 
they get a fair deal. 

“Holding curry evenings is all very well 
but does little to achieve racial equality. 
Hillingdon CRC simply does not want to 
stir up too much trouble.” 

Hillingdon CRC officers defended 
themselves by saying they could not take 
a political stand because it would alienate 
certain parties. A CRC committee mem- 
ber, Mr Bob Lewis, told the paper that 
“The CRC has been neutered as an 
organisation and inhibited from carrying 
out its true function because of political 
pressures’’. 

Kate Francis, national executive officer 
for the CRC said, “‘Hillingdon CRC may 
not be the best in the world, but while we 
urge our members to attack racism in key 
areas, we have no effective mechanism for 
policing what they actually do. 

“Some still do not take a strong lead 
in areas we would like to see them 
working in.” 


POLICE PROTECTION 


A National Front meeting in Bristol in 
June was attended by 25 people and was 
protected by 400 police, with horses and 
dogs. Though the meeting had been 
kept secret, there were a few demon- 
strators outside the school where it was 
held. 


BLACK & WHITE COUPLES 
ATTACKED 


In Hartcliffe, Bristol, attacks on racially 
mixed couples and their families have 
forced some people to move out of the 
area, according to a local Community 
Relations officer. In the most recent 
incident a stone was thrown through a 
second floor flat window, showering a 
5 month old baby with glass. 

White women living with black men 
have been attacked and stoned in the 
street; Sharon Harvey, for instance, was 
pushed to the ground, called a coon-lover 
and nigger-lover and told the National 
Front would be after her. Her friend, 
Sonia Curtis, was stoned as she took her 
baby to the clinic. Pat Thompson, who is 
black, said, “The majority of people 
round here don’t like it because I am 
with a white boy. It’s getting us both 
down”’. 

She said that they had had their 
things stolen, been threatened with 
violence and been the subject of malicious 
gossip. 


Laugh-in 
time 








AUGUST is traditionally regarded as the silly season in the newspaper 
world so we at Searchlight looked around for something silly to write 
about. We were saved by the bell when an envelope arrived from the 
United States containing National States Rights Party material put out 
prior to the visit of NF leader John Tyndall to the U.S.A. It is all part of 
the big build up for him and makes suitable reading for the funny page. 


The first comedy spot belongs to 
Thunderbolt, the States Right Party 
journal, for its article National Front’s 
Effect on England — John Tyndall of the 
National Front, which is supposed to be 
taken seriously. After praising the NF 
for making Britain race conscious they 
refer to John Tyndall as: “the popular 
leader of that organisation who is con- 
sidered one of the most eloquent 
orators in the world.” 

Their description of the Front’s 
literature is also good for a laugh. “The 
National Front publishes a picture 
newspaper for mass distribution to the 
masses (could they really be talking 
about NF News which hasn’t come out 
for at least five months?), as well as a 
high quality monthly magazine (Spear- 
head) for its more informed readers.” 

Thunderbolt’s uninformed readers are 
then told: “The group has its initials 
posted in public places throughout the 
Nation.’ Just imagine the scene as the 
NF Inspector of Urinals diligently weaves 
his weary way across the length and 
breadth of the country making sure that 
those initials have been duly inscribed. 

The American reader is then put in the 
picture about the Front’s “recent sig- 
nificant accomplishments’? which they 
are told include: “Building such anti- 
immigration pressure that England is the 
only country in Europe which is not 
accepting Indo-Chinese refugees. (We 
received this document the day Mrs 
Thatcher announced that the government 
will accept another 10,000 boat people.) 

The article ends with fullsome praise 
to “the leadership quality of elite men 
like John Tyndall”. We should point out 
that for maximum effect that quote should 
be read to the accompaniment of that 
appropriate tune “You're the Tops’’. 

Just how “elite” the National States 
Right Party think Tyndall is can be gauged 
from their internal documents in which 
they write about polarizing the English 
people behind the NF in the 1984 General 
Election: “Indeed this could well be the 
date upon which John Tyndall will be 
elected Prime Minister of England.’’ When 


the internal documents were distributed, 
the General Election had not yet taken 
place, so it is interesting to note the 
estimate of the expected vote: “the NF 
are expected to poll half a million votes 
in the May 3rd General Elections’’. 

They obviously can’t emphasise Tyn- 
dall’s prowess enough. In the States Right 
Party Personal News Letter they almost 
wax lyrical about him: “Having heard 
John Tyndall speak I can assure you that 
he is definitely one of the most dynamic 
and inspiring orators of our time. Here is 
a man who can awaken the masses and 
sensitize them to action as we have seen 
in England. Mr Tyndall has addressed 
gigantic throngs of people . . . ” They 
must obviously be writing about a movie 
that hasn’t been shown on British TV yet. 

Still they are much franker when it 
comes to financing Tyndall’s trip. 

“We have agreed to finance a major 
portion of John Tyndall’s U.S. tour. This 
will include flights within our borders, 
hotels, meeting rooms, publicity, etc., 
etc.” Now for the punch line — “Of 
course, when I say we will pay a majority 
of these bills I mean that we are relying 
upon you to pay for them.” It sure looks 
as though there are no flies on Party 
Leader Dr Fields who writes the News 
Letter. 

After his build up, how did Tyndall 
go down in the U.S.A.? We only have 
preliminary reports but at the National 
States Rights Party national convention 
this “‘great orator” had the ‘“‘mass’’ turn 
out of 300 adults and 40 children. Other 
meetings didn’t apparently quite reach 
those dizzy heights. 

On a more serious note is the question 
of how Tyndall managed to get a visa for 
his visit to the United States in view of 
his past convictions for firearms offences. 

Incidentally, during Tyndall’s visit, 
the chairman of the National States Right 
Party, J.B. Stoner, was ordered to be 
extradited by the Georgia Supreme 
Court to Birmingham, Alabama, to stand 
trial for involvement in the bombing of a 
black church in the 1960s. 
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